
April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DocKI:T FILl: COpyOR1GJNAL

We are writing to you as members ofthe National PTA and the Stevenson Ranch Elementary
School PTA to tell you of our opposition to the v-chip rating system as Jack Valenti has
presented it. This system with its rating symbol on the TV screen doesn't give us any idea of
what is in the program. Based solely on this rating symbol, we are no better off than before trying
to make choices for our family's viewing. Plus, my children are beginning to look for more
sophisticated ratings, being that they would like to believe they are too old to watch family rated
shows. We believe that any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
published in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, ') ....

~i00 t~ ~JdAI.-L {;l.-t/tAA. l.A0

4)~c&L.v~
Susan and Dave Amico
Valencia, California
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March 30, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy ORrGINAL

We are writing to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make dedisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. As a
parent, we do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for our children. We want to
make these choices ourselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling
is useless.

We request the following:
-That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system. Do not accept a rating

system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for languaget

-That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

-That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for letting us give our input on an issue important to families.

;t;:J;~
i ' ) 7'.,,-Y1 /"'.-
/0' /U~/u-~

Ruth Bonner
William F. Bonner
Richland, WA 99352
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

I am writing an behalf of the National PTA and the Dr. Jones PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in perjodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has
met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
recei ve"more than one rati ng system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and " "

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
famil ies.

Sincerely,

eBad-~
Barb Larrabee, PTA President
Dr. Jones PTA
Racine, Wisconsin

..,
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Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

-

Dear Mr. Caton:

I join the National Black Child Development Institute in urging the Federal
Communications Commission to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The proposal
by the National Association of Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association, and the
Motion Picture Association of America does not protect the parental choice and empowerment
guarantees provided by the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information
about the nature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose
appropriate programming for their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not comply fully
with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the system does not
rate program content sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual,
violence, and language content to make informed decisions about what their children watch.
Second, the rating icon appears too briefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents
easily can miss it. Third, television listings are not obligated to publish the rating system. As
a result, parents will not have a reliable source of advance ratings information. Fourth,
commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for children can be aired
during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially exposes children to
harmful programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also
infringes on a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, the
Oversight Monitoring Board established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely
consists of representatives from the broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent
advocates are not represented.

As a (parent, child advocate, etc.), I care deeply about the rating system and hope that
the FCC will take my concerns under advisement.



SAMPLE-!-STER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ~~t ~ I?~ S~y, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and VVorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip b,m.d bi"Oad enough that '.'.'auld allO'.v parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
I"~ /)

Your Name k~ 1c~'-.:U2
Town, State --Sf'~F"--Q (LGA 9 C(20 4J



----April 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

I

r

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Virginia PTAlPTSA to voice our opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, Us. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want
the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by mdependent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt _and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hoodt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the John Muir PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
191.)7. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World
Report. and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That ooder no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a prog.cam;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N,W" Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We arc writing on behalf of the National PTA and the District PTA to voice our opposition to the
V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating Implementation GrouP.
on Janumy 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S News
and World Report, and Media.Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

s~'f----5t--J---r~'----
p:teL, Idaho



O1a.irolan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear OWrman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

March 26, 1997

OOCKETFILE
COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Wells Central School PTSA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, 01air of the TV Rating
Implemenmtioll Group on January, 1997. The rating symbol on the 1V screen does "not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fAll which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

; That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one Olting system;

• That the Olting icon on the TV screen be made larger, more promineody placed on the
screen, and appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

-
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include

parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independeut research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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DOcKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

To: Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I oppose the Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, v-chip rating system. The
rating symbol does not provide sufficient information for pan.~nts t~ make a knowledgeable decision
about the program they are about to watch. Major surveys rek:asui this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives pan:nts information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and \Vorld Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret wha.t is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content informaion about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and puhhcized :i:1 periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's mting system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. I do not bc:ieve this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I request lhe following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve thl~ mdustry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include i;ontent information about programs
such as V-Violence, S-Sexual depiction and nudity and L·Language;

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that 'wotlld allow parents to receive more that
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, fllO;r\; prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program,

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC he evaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for letting my self and others make recommendations f()[ a better tomorrow for our families.

Sincerely,
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hoodt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Commllllications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hoodt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

DocKErFILE
COpyORIGINAL

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Wood County PTA to voice our opposition of the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997 The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA U. S.
Ne'ws and World Report, and ~ledia Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Vv'e do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead. we request the following:

-That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the mdustry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content infoffilation about programs such as
V (for violence l, S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L Ifor language):

-That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allO\V parents to receive more than one
rating system;

-That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course ofa program:

-That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, that it include parents; and

-That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by mdependent research to determine ifit
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so Important to children and families.

Sincerely,



---
April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners

HE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PrA and the Wheeler Elementary School PrA to
voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall, which demonstrated overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs, were conducted
by the National PrA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (For sexual depictions and
nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more that one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,,-. J
.' t' '1 r')jr' ... I citIliv

Michelle D. Branson
PrA President
Wahiawa, Hawaii



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and thl;': Farrnington Elementary PTA to voice our
owositiQO to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on Janua.ry 17, 1997. The rati11g s.ymbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient information for parents to make a kno\\r1 edgeable decision about the program
they are about to watch.

As parents we have the right to decide what is appropriate tor our families to watch. The TV
industry does not have the right to with hold information S') that our decisions are not accurate.
TV programs contents (S-sex, V-violence, N-nudity, and L-I,mguage) need to be made kno\\-n by
some kind ofa system that would educate the individual s about what they are about to watch.
As parents we are capable of making our own decisions:md choices based on content
information about the program. Any rating system Wi/how content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that can)' TV scheduling is me!e:~s.

By law the FCC is required to detennine whether the indu:~try's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Wf;. don't believe this system does. We
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system Ia'itead, we request the fo))owing:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system thw does not include content
information about programs such as V, S, N, and L How much? How graphic?
That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough Ihat would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;
That the rating icons on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the (;our:,(~ of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it includes
parents; and
That the rating system approved by the FCC be (;\'3 'uated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so ir;lportant to children and families of
our nation.

Thank You, -1 f! / _~
v~ ~.U9r.

Member of The Farmington Elementary4t[A,
Farmington, VT



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt end Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 87-11. FCC 87-34

I am writing on behalf of the Nationa' PTA and the Rocky Mountllin Elementary PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-d1lp rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parenti do not want the TV Indultry to Interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves bas~ on content Information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by lew, is required to determine whether the industrYs r8ting system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does 80 and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
I request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and ;-~
nudity) and l (for language);

• That the FCC require 8 V-chip band broad enough that would .IIow parents to
recetve more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more promtnently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

'-ff)tu~~:"'L -14.
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April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Baltimore County
Council of PTA's to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Laventi, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about appropriate TV programming. Parents
overwhelmingly prefer a rating system that gives more information
so that they can make informed decisions. We do not want the TV
industry to make our choices. Any rating system without content
descriptions is useless.

We do not believe that this system has met the statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we would like
to request the following:

Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system and should not accept any system that does not
include content information such as V for violence, S for sexual
depiction and nudity and L for language.

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system.

That the rating icon be made larger and more prominent, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program.

That the rating board be independent of the FCC and industry
and that it include parents.

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the parents needs.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Sincerely,~

~~l
Baltimore, Maryland



Instead I request the following:

- that the icons on the TV screen be made larger and more
prominent and appear more frequently during a program.

- that any system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

OOcKETFILE
COpyORIGINAL

March, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

- that the FCC will require a system that includes content
information such as V (for violence) and S (for sexual content
and nudity), and L (for language) and that it be publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling.

I am writing to voice my opposition to the current age-based
rating system as presented by the TV Rating Implementation Group.
As a parent I feel the symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient information about the content of the program and ask
that the FCC does not approve this rating system.

- that the rating board be independent of the industry and FCC
and that it include parents.

- that the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow
parents to receive more than one rating system.

Thank you for taking the time to address my concerns on this
important issue.

Sincerely,





April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Region One Colorado PTA to voice my opposition to the v
chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that I can make
decisions about what is appropriate tv programing for my children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News & World Report, and Medica Studies
CenterlRoper. As a parent, I do not want the tv industry to interpret what is best for my children. I, as other
parents, want to make these choices based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that care tv scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I as other PTA members and a concerned parent request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (violence), S
(sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a v-chip bank broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the tv screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

I applaud the efforts of the television industry, the FCC and the FCC Commissioners to provide parents with
the necessary tools that allow parents to make wise choices in the television programs viewed by their children.
However, any method that does not fulfill the above, is only an attempt to appease concerned parents. I thank
you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to our children and families.

Sincerely,

M. Anne Bowman



April I, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt an,d FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

The two of us are writing to protest the possible adoption of the rating system suggested

for TV. Our basic objection is simple: Parents should be the parties determining what their

children see, not the TV industry. The TV industry should provide appropriate data on program

content, and let parents decide whether their children should watch a program. The rating system

proposed by the TV industry does not provide sufficient information for parents to make a well

informed decision.

We appreciate your consideration of our point of view.

Very truly yours,

iJd'tl/l
~~



April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Pulaski County Council PTA, District #11, Little
Rock, AR. to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrated overwhelming
parent preference for a rating sustem that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Futher, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such a V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,.. //, C~
~pres.

Roland, Arkansas



March 31, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Davis County, Utah
PTA. I wish to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented
by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents, like myself, want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act
of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as
V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for
language):

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screcn be made l.::trger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Sincerely,

Aulene Larsen

Layton. Utah



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing as parents and as members of the National PTA and the Centerville Elementary
PTA to voice our op.position to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient information for parents to make a knowledgeable decision about the program they are
about to watch.

As parents we have the right to decide what is appropriate for our families to watch. The TV
industry does not have the right to withhold information so that our decisions are not accurate. TV
programs contents (S-sex, V-violence, N-nudity, and L-Ianguage) need to be made known by some kind
of system that would educate the individuals about what they are about to watch. As parents we are
capable of making our own decisions and choices based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

By law the FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. We don't believe this system does. We ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V, S, N, and L. How much? How graphic?

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families of
OUf nation.

Member ofthe Centerville Elementary PTA,
Centerville, Utah



April 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Chouteau Elementary PTA in Kansas City
Missouri, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair Qf the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that give parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World. Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence, S (for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L (for language).

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than
one rating system.

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
.screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the TV industry and the FCC and that it include
.parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Since~ cdpu


